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The project sponsor is required to consider potential project impacts on heritage resources. 
Current environmental review policies, in compliance with guidelines established by Placer County, 
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA, Section 29) and the State of California (CEQA) require a 
consideration of the impacts of an undertaking on heritage resources. Such heritage resource studies 
are customarily performed in a series of phases, each one building upon information gained from 
the prior study. Each of these phases are generally performed under separately negotiated contracts. 

INVENTORY: First. an archaeoloeical reconnaissance is verformed to inventory - 
existing heritage resources and constraints. If properties are discovered and if they 
may be subject to project-related impacts, their significance must next be evaluated. 

EVALUATION: Next, and pending the outcome of the initial inventory, heritage 
resources subject to project-related impacts may need to be evaluated to determine 
their significance. Potential impacts to these significant resources can then be 
specifically assessed and detailed recommendations to mitigate impacts can be 
proposed. If project redesign to avoid impacts is unfeasible, then mitigation 
measures must be developed and implemented in order to recover the significant 
information contained within these heritage properties prior to project ground 
disturbance activities. 

IMPACT MITIGATION AND DATA RECOVERY: A third and final phase may 
involve the implementation of mitigation measures recommended during the prior 
evaluation phase. Mitigation, or data recovery, typically involves additional field 
study, excavation, archival research, photo documentation, mapping, etc. 

Objectives of this heritage resource study are designed to satisfy antiquities requirements pertaining 
only to the initial inventory of heritage resources by: 

1. conducting prefield research to determine the presence of known heritage properties 
and expected level of archaeological sensitivity of the project area; 

2. performing an archaeological field surface survey of the project area; and 

3. reporting preliminary field findings, to include a general assessment of development- 
related impacts to inventoried heritage properties and mitigating measures to minimize the 
adverse impacts. 

Heritage resource significance and impact mitigation are generally performed under separate 
contract negotiations. 

BACKGROUND 

PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT 



The project area falls along the north central shore of Lake Tahoe. Topography is flat to 
gently sloping with elevations around 6300 feet. It lies within Storer and Usinger's (1971) Lodgepole 
Pine-Red Fir Belt. In the project vicinity, jeffrey pines (Pinus ieffreyi) dominates the sparse forest 
stand. Understory species include bitterbrush (Pursia tridentata), wild rose w a  sp.) and assorted 
grasses. 

PREHISTORY 

A large view divides the prehistory of the Sierra Nevada and adjoining regions into intervals 
marked by changes in adaptive strategies that represent major stages of cultural evolution. The 
prehistoric archaeology and ethnography for the project vicinity have been summarized by 
LindsMm and Waechter (1996) and Bloomer, Waechter and Lindstrom (1997). In broadest terms, 
the archaeological signature of the Truckee Basin marks a trend from hunting-based societies in 
earlier times to populations that were increasingly reliant upon diverse resources by the time of 
historic contact (Elston 1982; Elston el al. 1977, 1994, 1995). The shift in lifeways may be 
attributed partially to factors involving paleociimate, a shifting subsistence base, and demographic 
change. Some of the oldest archaeological remains reported for the Tahoe Region have been found 
in the Truckee River Canyon near Squaw Valley. These Pre-Archaic remains suggest occupation 
by about 9,000 years ago (Tahoe Reach Phase). Other Pre-Archaic to Early Archaic occupation 
dating from about 7,000 years ago was documented at Spooner Lake (Spooner Phase) near Spooner 
Summit overlooking Lake Tahoe. The most intensive period of occupation in the region may have 
occurred at varying intervals between 4,000 and 500 years ago (Martis Phases during the Early and 
Middle Archaic, and Early Kings Beach Phase during the Late Archaic). The protohistoric 
ancestors of the Washoe (Late Kings Beach Phase), also of Late Archaic times, may date roughly 
from 500 years ago to historic contact. 

NATIVE AMERICAN PERIOD 

The project area falls within the center of Washoe territory, with primary use by the northern 
Washoe or Wa She Shu (Downs 1966; Nevers 1976; Steward 1966). The closest Washoe 
ethnographic encampments have been noted by d'~zevedo (1956, 1986)'and Freed (1966) along 
Tahoe's north central shore at Griff Creek (to the east) and Watson Creek (to the west). The limited 
number of place names recorded in the project vicinity may suggest that the area was not intensively 
used by the Washoe (Bloomer, Waechter and Lindstrom 1997). 

The Washoe once embodied a blend of Great Basin and California in their geographical 
position and cultural attributes. While they were an informal and flexible political collectivity, 
Washoe ethnography hints at a level of technological specialization and social complexity for 
Washoe groups, noncharacteristic of their smunding neighbors in the Great Basin. 
Semisedentism and higher population densities, concepts of private property, and communal labor 
and ownership are reported and may have developed in conjunction with their residential and 
subsistence resource stability (Lindstam 1992). The ethnographic record suggests that during the 
mild season, small groups traveled through high mountain valleys collecting edible and medicinal 
roots, seeds and marsh plants and fishing. In the higher elevations, men hunted large game 



(mountain sheep, deer) and trapped smaller mammals. The Washoe are part of an ancient Hokan- 
speaking residual population, which has been subsequently surrounded by Numic-speaking 
intruders, such as the Northern Paiute (Jacobsen 1966). Even into the 20th Century, the Washoe 
were not completely displaced from their traditional lands. The contemporary Washoe have 
developed a Comprehensive Land Use Plan (Washoe Tribal Council 1994) that includes goals of 
reestablishing a presence within the Tahoe Sierra and re-vitalizing Washoe heritage and cultural 
knowledge, including the harvest and care of traditional plant resources and the protection of 
traditional properties within the cultural landscape (Rucks 1995, 1996). 

HISTORY 

Transportation 

SR 28 passes about !4 mile south of the project area. The highway corridor incorporates 
portions of the old 1852-1855 Placer County Emigrant Road, or Scott's Route. In 1874, it was 
improved as a new wagon road connecting Brockway and Tahoe City by way of Observatory Point. 
It was upgraded to a "first-class turn-pike" in 1883 (Edwards 1883:94). As the original "Trail to 
Carson," it followed the present SR 28 alignment to Kings Beach, then cut due east to bypass 
Stateline Point and joined present SR 28 in the vicinity of Ponderosa Drive at Inciine Village. By 
1889 SR 28 was an established roadway interconnecting north shore communities; grading and 
surfacing was completed on the road in 1939. An additional historic road, which is shown on the 
1865 General Land Office Survey Plat, passes near the northeast comer of the project area. 

Several leading historic lumber companies and independent wood contractors established 
logging operations from the 1860s to the 1930s on lands adjacent to the project area (Knowles 1942; 
Lindstriim and Waechter 1996). D. W. Wright, wood contractor from Douglas County, Nevada, 
established Pine Grove Station at the present site of Tahoe Vista in the summer of 1865. His 
cordwood camps fanned out up the mountain. With the completion of the Truckee-Hot Springs 
Road in 1869, Wright was abIe to load lumber wagons in the summer and sledges during the winter, 
hauling logs and pine slabs over the pass to a ready market in the railroad town of Truckee. During 
the 1880s, the settlement of Pine Grove Station served lumber operations and featured a steam- 
powered shingle mill. Pine Grove Station became a marine terminal for saw logs chuted down fiom 
the high country near Martis Peak and the headwaters of Griff Creek. From here logs were rafted 
into Crystal Bay and to the Sierra Nevada Wood and Lumber Company (SNWLC) mill at Incline 
(Scott 1957:336). In 1881, H. E. Casey, logging contractor from Truckee, obtained a substantial 
saw log and cordwood contract from the SNWLC. He assembled his log V-booms and loaded his 
barges in the protection of Agate Bay, towing them to Sand Harbor (Scott 1957:342). In 1894, 
Agate Bay was used as staging area to move SNWLC equipment from Incline to Agate Bay and 
over Brockway Summit, 21 miles to the new lumber mill at Hobart Mills (north of Truckee). 
Logger "Winnie" Smith, from Tahoe City, was awarded the contract and skidded the equipment 
onto logging wagons and iron-mered sledges for the long trip over the mountain (Scott 
1957:342). By the summer of 1895, the mountainsides surrounding Agate Bay were stripped clean. 



Community Development: Tahoe Vista 

The area around Agate Bay, now known as Tahoe Vista, was first established in 1865 as 
Pine Grove Station by D. H. Wright, a wood contractor from Nevada (Scott 1957:341). Although 
lumbering at Pine Grove continued through the late 1880s, extensive development of the land 
around Tahoe Vista did not start until well after the turn of the century (Scott 1957:336). In 191 1 
Tahoe Vista officially became a post office stop for mail steamers. Lots were laid out by the Tahoe 
Development Company that same year, with the Tahoe Vista Hotel serving as a vital part of the real 
estate promotion. A casino was added in 1913. The hotel burned in 1922-23 (Scott 1957:337), 
although the casino continued to operate until 1941 (Van Tassel 1985:76). The spot is now 
occupied by the Tahoe Vista Inn and Marina, next to Le Petite Pier/Captain Jon's restaurants. The 
hotel and casino were a financial success, but the real estate venture was initialIy a disappointment. 
Its failure has been traced to the selling of the initial lot to Miss Cherry de St. Maurice, a notorious 
madam from Sacramento; this event had set a questionable tone for the fledgling development. The 
Tahoe Vista Park Subdivisions were built in 1914 (Lindstrom and Waechter 1997). A post office 
was not established until 1922 (Salley 1977:218). 

METHODS 

PREFIELD RESEARCH 

Prefield research entailed a literature review of prehistoric and historic themes for the 
project area. This included a review of prior archaeological research and of pertinent published and 
unpublished literature. A formal records search at the North Central Information Center, 
California State University at Sacramento O\JCIC-CSUS) was conducted in order to identify any 
properties listed on the National Register, state registers and other listings, including the files of the 
State Historic Preservation Ofice (see Correspondence). References checked include: Tahoe 
Regional Planning Agency Historic Map (4/26/1984), archaeological sites and surveys in Placer 
County, the National Register of Historic Places (listed properties (1 996) and Determinations of 
Eligibility (1997), the California Inventory of Historic Resources (1976), California Historical 
Landmarks (1990 and updates), Califrnia Points of Historical Interest (1992 and updates), Gold 
Districts of California (1970), Survey of Surveys (Historic and Architectural Resources 1989), 
Directory of Properties in the Historical Resources Inventory (HRI 1997), Caltrans Local Bridge 
Survey (1989), Historic Spots in California (1966 and 1990) and Early California-Northern Edition 
(1974). Research at the NCIC-CSUS disclosed that the project area has never been previously 
surveyed and there are no prehistoric or historic sites recorded within or adjacent to the project area. 

FIELD RESEARCH 

An archaeological field reconnaissance was conducted during October 2002. Principal 
archaeologist, Susan Lindstriim, and assisting archaeologist, Charles Blanchard, conducted an 
intensive survey of the entire 12.5-acre parcel by walking systematic and parallel transects at no 
greater than 15-meter (50-foot) intervals. Transect intervals were established by pacing. Cardinal 
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directions were determined by compass. Project unit boundaries were delineated by physical 
features and landmarks that were elicited from project maps. The archaeological coverage map 
(Figure 2) is keyed to the survey strategy employed. A copy of this report is on file with NCIC- 
CSUS. 

RESULTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Much of the parcel is littered with refuse that appears to be less than 50 years old and this 
debris was not formally recorded. High-cut stumps, remnants of historic logging, were noted but 
not formally recorded. All were too deteriorated for potential tree-ring (dendrochronological) 
dating to determine their age and cutting date. However, two archaeological sites were recorded, 
one large refuse deposit (TV-1) and one road (TV-LFl). An extensive dump (site TV-I) is 
located in the south-central edge of the project area and it extends onto the adjoining parcel to 
the south. At least 1000 to 1500 items are exposed on the surface. A 'bottle hunter's' hole in the 
center of the dump reveals that some parts of the dump may contain artifacts up to one foot deep. 
Diagnostic artifacts indicate that the dump was used primarily ca. 1941 to 1945, during World 
War 11. A dirt road (site TV-LFI) accesses the dump from the motel/resort/cottages along the 
lake and also dates to at least World War 11. This north-south-trending road extends through the 
center of the project area, ultimately connecting Highway 28 (on the south) and Donner Road (on 
the north). 

The potential importance of both sites was assessed in terms of significance criteria set 
forth in CEQA (PRC 5024) and TRPA (Section 29). 

State Standards: California Register Criteria 

CEQA criteria of significance (Section 15064.5) are one means of determining whether a 
site is a historical resource. The criteria are modeled upon guidelines established by the NRHP. For 
the purposes of CEQA, a significant heritage resource is one which: 

Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of 
California's history and cultural heritage; 
Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past; 
Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction, 
or represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values; 
or 
Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history. 

In general, CEQA provides protection to "historical resources" and to "archaeological resources" 
that are "important" andlor "unique." An "important archaeological resource" must meet one or 
more of the above CEQA criteria. A "unique archaeological resource" must qualify under one of 
the first three CEQA criteria [Public Resources Code Section 21083.2(g)]. Public Resources Code 
Section 21084.1, which is part of CEQA, provides additional guidelines for the designation and 



additional protection of heritage resources classified as "historical resources." Resources that must 
be treated as "historical" are: 

Those resources listed in, or determined to be eligible for listing in, the California 
Register of Historical Resources; 
Those resources presumed to be historical in the absence of a preponderance of 
evidence indicating otherwise and that may be included in a local register of 
historical resources, as defined in Public Resources Code section 5020.l(k); 
Those resources deemed significant pursuant to criteria set forth in Public Resources 
Code Section 5024.1(g); andlor 
Those heritage resources that an agency, going beyond the minimum call of 
statutory duty, has freely chosen to consider "historical." 

Regional Standards: TRPA Criteria 

In compliance with federal and state significance criteria, the Tahoe Regional Planning 
Agency (TRPA) has also adopted guidelines to determine the significance of cultural properties 
within the Lake Tahoe Basin as follows. 

29.5A Resources Associated with Historically Significant Events and Sites: 
Resources shall exemplify the broad cultural, political, economic, social, civic, or 
military history of the region, the state, or the nation, or be associated with events 
that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of history, including 
regional history. Such resources shaIl meet one or more of the following criteria: 

1. Associated with an important community function in the past; 
2. Associated with a memorable happening in the past; or 
3. Contain outstanding qualities reminiscent of an early stage of 
development in the region. 

29.5B Resources Associated with Significant Persons: Resources that are 
associated with the lives of persons significant in history, including regional history, 
include: 

1. Buildings or structures associated with a locally, regionally, or 
nationally known person; 
2. Notable examples, or best surviving works, of a pioneer architect, 
designer, or master builder; or 
3. Structures associated with the life or work of significant persons. 

29.5C Resources Embodying Distinctive Characteristics: Resources that embody 
the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction, that 
possess high artistic values, or that represent a significant and distinguishable entity 
but whose components may lack individual distinction, are eligible. Works of a 
master builder, designer, or architect also are eligible. Resources may be classified 
as significant if they are a prototype of, or a representative example of, a period 



style, architectural movement, or method of construction unique in the region, the 
states, or the nation. 
29.5D State or Federal Guidelines: Archaeological or paleontological resources 
protected, or eligible for protection, under state or federal guidelines, are eligible. 
29.5E Prehistoric Sites: Sites where prehistoric archaeological or paleontological 
resources, which may contribute to the basic understanding of early cultural or 
biological development in the region are eligible. 

Neither site appears to meet these criteria. All of their potentially important information 
has been recovered through this study and the project sponsor should not be constrained 
regarding heritage resources. However, in the event that any other heritage resources are 
discovered during project construction activities, project operations should cease in the vicinity of 
the find and a qualified archaeologist should be consulted to evaluate the situation. 

Although the project area has been subject to systematic surface archaeological 
investigations, it is possible that buried or concealed heritage resources could be present and 
detected during project ground disturbance activities. In the event of fortuitous discoveries of 
additional heritage resources, which have not previously been inventoried, project activities should 
cease in the area of the find and the project sponsor should consult a qualified archaeologist for 
recommended procedures. The Washoe Tribe of Nevada and California has been notified of the 
study findings. 
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CORRESPONDENCE 



NORTH CENTRAL INFORMATION CENTER 
CSU-SACRAMENTO - 6000 J STREET, FOLEY HALL #213 -SACRAMENTO, CA 95819-6100 
916-278-6217 F'AX 916-278-5162 

Summarv of Results for Records Search 

November 4,2002 NCIC File No.: PLA-02-117 

To: Susan Lindstr6m 
Consulting Archaeologist 
PO Box 3324 
Tmckee, CA 96160 

From: Eric Taylor, Researcher 

Project: TAHOE VISTA AFFORDABLE HOUSING. PLACER COUNTY 

8 Sites Within Radius: Nothing Found 
8 Studies Within Radius: Nothing Found 

OHP Historic Property Directory (HPD): Nothing Found 
8 NCIC Historic Resources Map: Nothing Found 

California Inventory (1976): Nothing Found 
8 California Place Names (Gudde 1969): Nothing Found 
r California Gold Camps (Gudde 1975): Nothing Found 
8 California Dept. of Transportation Bridge Inventory: Nothing Found 

California Historical Landmark (1996): Nothing Found 
Point of Historical Interest (1992): Nothing Found 
Historic Spots in California (1990): Nothing Found 

8 1865 GLO Plat map (T16Nk17E Sec. 11): One historic road adjacent to 
northeast comer of project (see enclosed copy) 

As indicated on the attached agreement form, the charge for this record search is 
$120.15. Payment instructions are included at the bottom of the form. Please sign where 
indicated and return the YELLOW copy with your payment. 

Thank you for using our services. If you have any questions please do not 
hesitate to call 9161278-6217. 



Susan Lindstrom, Ph.D. 
Consulting Archaeologist P.O. Box 3324 

Truckee CA 96160 
530-587-7072 voice 

530-587-7083 fax 
slindstrom@jps.net 

DATE: December 30,2002 

TO: William Dancing Feather 
Washoe Native American Coordinator 
Washoe Archival and Cultural Center 
861 Crescent Drive 
Carson City NV 89701 
702-888-0936 

FROM: Susan Lindstrijm 
Consulting Archaeologist 
P.O. Box 3324 
Truckee CA 96160 
530-587-7072 (587-7083 (fax) 

RE: Tahoe Vista Affordable Housing Project 
Tahoe Vista, California, Placer County 

I have been retained by AHDC, Inc. of Clovis, California to conduct a heritage 
resource survey of a 12.5-acre parcel located at Tahoe Vista, California (see enclosed map). 

I have completed an intensive survey of the project area and recorded no 
prehistoric~Washoe heritage sites, features or artifacts. I have recommended to the project 
sponsor that any previously unidentified archaeological remains fortuitously discovered or 
exposed during project operations should be afforded full protection until qualified 
personnel are able to assess the situation. 

I wish to bring this project to your attention and invite your opinions, knowledge and 
sentiments regarding any potential concerns for traditional Native American lands within the 
project area. I look forward to hearing from you if you have any additional information 
regarding this area. 



June 24,2005 

E D A W  INC Debbie Pilas-Treadway 

2022 J S T R E E T  
Native American Heritage Commission 
915 Capitol Mall, Room 364 

sncnAMENi0 caLIFoRNIA Sacramento, Ca 95814 

9 5 8 1 4  RE: Cedar Grove Apartments Complex 

Dear Ms. Pilas-Treadway: 
TEL 916 414 5 8 0 0  

F I X  916 4 1 4  5 8 5 0  
EDAW is conducting cultural resources inventories for the above-referenced 
project located in Placer County, on the north shore of Lake Tahoe and just west 

W W W . ~ ~ ~ W . C Q ~  of Kings Beach, as depicted on the attached Kings Beach, Calif. USGS 
topographic quad map. 

A records search conducted through the Central Califomia Information Center 
and the Northwest Califomia Information Center, indicates that there are no 
known Native American resources within or in the immediate vicinity of the 
project area, however the archaeological remains of several village locales are 
know to exist along the edge of the lake. We would appreciate any information 
you can provide regarding prehistoric, historic, or ethnographic Native 
American land use within the project. We are also interested in any 
contemporary Native American values that may be present near or within the 
project area. We would also like to request a search of the NAHC Sacred Land 
files. 

Please send a response to our above request via mail or facsimile, including a 
listing of local Native American groups or representatives at your earliest 
convenience, so that we may contact appropriate individuals and include their 
concerns in the planning process. 

If you have any questions or comments feel free to contact me at my office. I 
can be reached by email at grossc@edaw.com, or by phone at 916-414-5800. I 
look forward to hearing from you soon. 

Charlane Gross, M.A, 
Senior Archaeologist 
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NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION 
915 CAPITOLMALL, R O W  384 
SACRAMENTO, c* 66814 
(91s) ssss40BZ 
F a x ( a ~ B ) B W ~  
WebGlte www.nakc.ca.pclv 

June 29,2005 

Charlane Grass 
EDAW, Inc. 
2022 J. St. 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Sent by Fax: 916-414-5850 
Number of Pages: 3 

RE: Proposed Cedar Grove Apartment Complex, Placer County; Cedar Grove Affordable Housing 
project, Placer County 

Dear Ms. Gross: 

A record search of the sacred land file has failed to indicate the presence of Native American cultural 
resources in the immediate project area. The absence of specific site information in the sacred lands file 
does not indicate the absence of cultural resources in any project area. Other sources of cultural 
resources should also be contacted for information regarding known and recorded sites. 

Enclosed is a list Of Native Americans individualslorganizations who may have knowledge of cultural 
resources in the project area. The Commission makes no recommendation or preference of a single 
individual, or group over another. This list should provide a starting place in locating areas of potential 
adverse impaot within the proposed project area. I suggest you contact all of those indicated, if they 
cannot supply information, they might recommend others with specific knowledge. By contacting all those 
listed, your organization will be better able to respond to claims of failure to consult With me appropriate 
tribe or group. If a response has not been received withln two weeks of notification, the Commission 
requests that you follow-up with a telephone call to ensure that the project information has been received. 

If you receive notification of change of addresses and phone numbers from any of these individuals or 
groups, please notify me. With your assisianoe we are able to assure that out lists contain current 
information. If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me at (916) 653- 

- 
Debbie llas-Treadway 
Environrn ntal Specialist Ill 
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Natlve American Contacts 
Placer County 
June 29,2005 

Rose Enos 
1 531 0 Bancroft Road Maidu 
Auburn CA 95603 Washoe 
(530) 878-2378 

Washoe Tribe of Nevada and Califol'nia 
Brian Wallace, Chairperson 
919 Highway 395 South Washoe 
Gardnefville NV 89410 

Washoe Tribe of Nevada and California 
William Danoina Feather, Washoe Archive & Cultural Ctr 
861 crescent Drive Washoe 
h 9 ~ C i t y  NV 89701 
(775) 888-0936 
(775) 888-0937 FAX 

71fls IM b current only as ot the date of th16 document. 

DlsMbution of thls list d m  net relieve my person of 6Iatuici-y responslblllw as deflnsd In Sectlun W . 5  or the Health end 
Salm Cow W o n  Smn.94 01 the PubllC Resouw Codeand Se*lon 5097.98 Of the Publlc Resourn Code. 

MlN llst is onl appllcabletor contsetlng lOCBl M I v a  AmerlCBns with regard to cultural rawurns essesarnent for the propouwl 
~ ~ a r  arova &rda~e ~ous~ng project, Placer county. 
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Rose Enos 
15310 Bancroft Road 
Auburn, CA 95603 

Re: Cedar Grove Affordable Housing Project, Placer County 

Dear Ms. Enos, 

EDAW, Inc. has been retained by Placer County to conduct cultural 
resource studies at the site of the proposed Cedar Grove Affordable 
Housing project. The project would be located near the intersection of 
S.R. 267 and S.R. 28 in Tahoe Vista, immediately to the west of Kings 
Beach and is situated within Section 11 of the Kings Beach USGS 
topographic quadrangle map (see attached photocopy). 

We are pleased to bring this activity to your attention, and would 
appreciate any background information you can provide regarding 
prehistoric, historic, or ethnographic land use. We are also interested in 
any contemporary Native American values that might be present within 
or in the immediate vicinity of the project area. 

If you have any comments or questions, please feel free to contact me at 
my office via email at grossc@edaw.com or by phone at 916-414-5800. 
I look forward to hearing from soon and hope we will have the 
opportunity to work together on this project. 

e-. arlane Gross 

Senior Archaeologist 

D E S I G N ,  P L i i N N l M O  A N D  E N V l R O N Y E N i B  WORLDYI ' IDE 
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Brian Wallace, Chairperson 
Washoe Tribe of Nevada and California 
919 Highway 395 South 
Gardnerville, NV 89410 

Re: Cedar Grove Affordable Housing Project, Placer County 

Dear Mr. Wallace, 

EDAW, Inc. has been retained by Placer County to conduct cultural 
resource studies at the site of the proposed Cedar Grove Affordable 
Housing project. The project would be located near the intersection of 
S.R. 267 and S.R. 28 in Tahoe Vista, immediately to the west of Kings 
Beach and is situated within Section 11 of the Kings Beach USGS 
topographic quadrangle map (see attached photocopy). 

We are pleased to bring this activity to your attention, and would 
appreciate any background information you can provide regarding 
prehistoric, historic, or ethnographic land use. We are also interested in 
any contemporary Native American values that might be present within 
or in the immediate vicinity of the project area. 

If you have any comments or questions, please feel free to contact me at 
my office via email at grossc@edaw.com or by phone at 916-414-5800. 
I look forward to hearing from soon and hope we will have the 
opportunity to work together on this project. 

Senior Archaeologist 

O E S l G N .  P L A N N I N G  d N O  E N V I R O N M E N T S  W O R L D W I D E  
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EDAW I N C  

Mr. Milford Wayne Donaldson 
2 0 2 2  J STREET State Historic Preservation Officer 

Office of Historic Preservation 
SACRAMENTo Department of Parks and Recreation 

P.O. Box 942896 
8 5 6 1 4  Sacramento, CA 94296-0001 

RE: Archaeological Area of Potential Effects for the Proposed Cedar Grove Apartment 
,EL 9 1 6  4 1 4  5 8 0 0  Complex, Placer County, California 

F A X  9 1 6  4 1 4  5 6 5 0  Dear Mr. Donaldson, 

w w w  s d s w  corn 
Placer County and the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA) are proposing 
construction of 152 1-2 story units of affordable housing on 12.2 acres of land located 
north of Tahoe Vista, on the north shore of Lake Tahoe. The project would also include a 
community center, playground, and bike trail. The environmental document being 
prepared for this project is a joint Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental 
Impact Report, due to the fact that The Cedar Grove project represents a federal action 
because the project would involve Federal Housing and Urban Development funding 
administered through California's Housing & Community Development Department. 
Therefore, the project is subject to the requirements of the national Historic Preservation 
Act 

Attached maps indicate the proposed project Area of Potential Effects (APE). This 
includes the 12.2-acre site where primary construction would occur, as well as a potential 
short road easement to the north to Donner Road, as well as potential utility upgrades 
along Grey Lane, Toyon Road, and National Avenue (shown as dashed lines on the 
Tentative APE map). 

Identification efforts consisted of a records search, consultation with Native American 
groups, and fieldwork. A records search conducted at the North Central Information 
Center of the California Historical Resources Information System identified previous 
archaeological survey efforts completed by Lindstrom in 2002 that included the entire 
12.2-acre project area. This was accomplished by the archaeologists walking over the 
subject parcel at 15-meter intervals. There were no structures which might potentially be 
affected on the site. 

The Lindstrom archaeological inventory resulted in the recording of two historic-era 
resources. Site TV-1 is a large refuse deposit and TV-LFl is a dirt road. The sites were 
recorded on appropriate Department of Parks and Recreation forms which were included 
in the Resource Inventory report. Site TV-1 includes an estimated 1000-1500 artifacts 
such as tin cans, ceramics, lumber, nails, bottles and other refuse dating ca. 1941-1945. 
The dirt road, 7V-LFI, runs from buildings near the lake, past the dump and continues to 
the north. Lindstrom assessed the road age to the period after WWII. 

U N I T E D  STATES 

E U R O P E  

AUSTRALIA  

A S I I I  
D E S I G N ,  PLANNjNG ANL) E N Y l R D N M E N i S  W O R L D W l D E  
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i 
Mr. Milford Wayne Donaldson 
Office of Historic Preservation 
Department of Parks and Recreation 

Using National Register of Historic Places and California Register of Historical 
Resources criteria and CEQA and TRPA guidelines and advisories to determine the 
importance of cultural resources, sites TV-I and TV-LF-I were assessed for their 
potential to be historically significant, Neither site appears to be associated with any 
particular event or personality in local or regional history. The integrity of site TV-1 also 
appears to have been compromised, as evidenced by bottle hunter pits within the site 
boundaries. Neither site appears to meet any of the criteria of significance for listing to 
either Register. All ofthe potentially important information contained within the sites 
was recovered during the Lindstrijm archaeologicai resources inventory. The lack of 
integrity, associations with persons or events in the past and the little likelihood that 
either site could contain additional significant information about the past lead to a 
determination that these sites tack historical significance. A subsequent field visit by 
EDAW archaeologists confirmed the project area and feature descriptions documented in 
the Lindstrom report. 

EDAW is in the consultation process with the Native American Heritage Commission 
(NAhTC) and local Native American groups. The NAHC indicated that no information on 
cultural resources or areas of sensitivity within or in the vicinity of the tentative APE is 
on file. Wri~en and phone contacts with local Native American groups have not resulted 
in the identification of any known prehistoric cultural sites, Traditional Cultural 
Properties, or properties that might otherwise be of importance to local Native American 
prehistory, history or present-day cultural practices. The cwnsu~tation process is ongoing, 
however and additional inquiries are being made currently, 

Pursuant to 36 CFR 800,4(a)(l), Placer County, in coordination with TRPA, is requesting 
SHPO concurrence for the proposed APE for the Cedar Grove Affordable Boushg 
project. 

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. If you require further information to , 

complete this request, please do not hesitate to contact me. I can be reached by phone at 
915-414-5837 or via email at grossc@edaw.com. 

Charlane Gross 
Senior Archaeologist 

03 1 10007.0 3 / cbrarr 
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Base Map 
USGS Klngs Beach Quad 1992 

Tentative Area of Potential Effects for Cedar Grove Development Project . 

Cedar Grove Affordable Housing Project 



Source: Airphoto USA 2000; EDAW 2004 

Aerial View of Tentative Area of Potential Effects 

Cedar Grove Affordable Housing Project 
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September 25,2005 

In Reply Refer To: 
HUD050901A 

Charlane Gross, 
Senior Archaeologist 
EDAW Inc. 
2022 J Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Dear Ms. Gross: 

RE: Archaeological Area of Potential Effects and Finding of No Historic Properties Affected for 
Proposed Cedar Grove Apartment Complex, Placer County, CA 

Thank you for your September 1, 2005 letter with your efforts to initiate consultation 
with me oursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and its implementing ~ ~ 

regulatio'ns found at 36 CFR Part 800. Placer County and the Tahoe Regional planning 
- 

Agency (TRPA) are proposingconstruction of 152 1-2 story units of affordable housing on 
ed .. north . of Tahoe Vista, on the north shore of Lake Tahoe. . - .  . . . .. . .. 

Before I c ~ r ~ ~ ~ r o v i d e  all qf my comments I will need to review the following information 
that is pertinent .., tq~~eJiijntfe%&king.and .. . ,-, the . .  agency's . . . : , Se~ti.o,n.l06,oblig.a~ions~, . . , .  ? ' ; . . .  

. . <.,,"<. ... :>.-.; ,.- ;s.:::i. ':: . The lead agency fo; thi$ u'ndertaking is responsible for initiating consultation 
pursuant to 5800.2. For this particular, undertaking Placer County or the 
TRPA has that responsibility. If the lead agency chooses to confer that lead 
consultation responsibility to EDAW they must to so in writing to my office. 

I will need copies of the records search conducted at the North Central 
Information Center and letters sent to Native Americans and the Native 
American Heritage Commission seeking consultation. 

A copy of the 2002 Lindstrom survey and any survey report EDAW may have 
~rrduced on the subsequent fig!& visli: mentioned in their Septsmk-st :. 3005 ..  
[&$el io my office. 

, .. 

At this time, pursuant to §800.4(a)(l) I do not object to the area of potential effect, as 
undertaking is now being proposed. 



I will be please to continue my review and comment on the proposed undertaking upon 
receipt of the above requested information. If you have, any comments or questions please 
contact John Thomas, State Historian II, Local Government and Information Management 
Unit, at (916) 653-9125 or email jthomas@parks.ca.gov. 

Sincerely, 

Milford Wayne Donaldson, FAIA 
State Historic Preservation Officer 




